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guns; but memories of Isandhlwana and Rorke's Drift only
fourteen years earlier made it seem an exploit of fantastic brilli-
ance. Even Jameson's head was turned by it; with consequences
that will concern our next chapter.
In the summer of the same year occurred the 'Mekong' crisis
between Great Britain and France. The subject was Siam, which
France was visibly aiming to annex. In May she had declared
war on her victim, and on 20 July served an ultimatum demand-
ing huge cessions. But Lord Rosebery met her in this quarter
with greater firmness than Lord Salisbury had shown before,
or was to show later. On 31 July France agreed with Great
Britain to maintain Siam as a buffer state, and the immediate
tension was relaxed. Final adjustments, however, were not
reached until 1896; when Salisbury gave away much that
Rosebery had defended.
In domestic legislation the most important subject dealt with
besides home rule was local government. We have noticed
before,1 how the extension of a popular franchise to the country-
side necessarily quickened the demand for elective local authori-
ties there. The conservatives had only partially met it in 1888
by the act creating county councils. Upon bodies administering
so large an area as a county poor men could seldom afford to sit,
and the new councils tended to be manned by almost the same
class as the old quarter sessions. So there arose—and was em-
bodied in the Newcastle Programme—a renewed liberal demand
for elective parish councils. To the nonconformists, who, were
strong in rural England, it particularly appealed, because such
administrative functions as had hitherto attached to the parish
were in the hands of the churchwardens and vestries.
When, therefore, H. H. Fowler introduced in 1893 what be-
came the Local Government Act 1894, it was generally known as
the Parish Councils Bill, and as such encountered considerable
opposition. But its author was assiduous, prudent, and tactful.
He put a great many things into his bill, and was content to lose
some, if he could pass the rest. The commons spent 38 days on
the measure before it went to the lords; 619 amendments were
actually moved and dealt with; Fowler spoke over 800 times, but
never moved the closure. There followed a severe wrangle with
the lords, the bill going to and fro thrice between the houses,
before the government (i March 1894) passed it with the lords'
1 p. 202, supra.

